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FBI LAB REPORTS

SCIENTIFIC ANALYSIS SECTION REPORTS: LATENT FINGERPRINT REPORTS:

DATES LAB REPORT # DATES LAB REPORT #
8/2/93 30730011+ 8/2/93 L-5024 v«
4/12/94 40405047 5/9/94 E-2700 —
4/15/94 40413029~ 5/9/94 E-2700+
4/15/94 40414002« 6/9/94 E-2700 —
4/22/94 40422001 6/9/94 E-2700 —
5/9/94 40324038 — 7/21/94 E-2700—
40330007 ~~ 2/9/95 E-2700—
40405047— 7/5/95 E-2700
40413029 <~ 7/19/95 E-2700 <
40414002 — 8/4/95, E-2700 —
40422001 — 8/14/95 . E-2700 «
5/25/94 40324038 «~ 11/20/95 E-2700 —
6/10/94 40527020 v~ 11/20/95 E-2700~
6/13/94 40525017+ 11/28/95 E-2700 —
6/13/94 40525002 v« 12/13/95 E-2700 —
6/17/94 40602045~ 2/6/96 E-2700
40617025 v~ 3/21/96 E-2700—
6/20/94 40324038 5/24/96 E-2700 « Travel Office
6/21/94 40324038 v~ 6/18/96 E-2700— Travel Office
6/28/95 50403022~ 7/15/96 E-2700 — Billing Records
7/19/94 40713042 v~ 7/16/96 E-2700— Billing Records
7/20/94 40708010 « 7/17/96 E-2700 — Billing Records
8/11/94 40722006 v 8/16/96 E-2700 —
2/21/95 41207004 v~
9/22/95 50918006 «
11/9/95 51101004
12/1/95 50925041~
50927019.”
50929020~
51018010 «~
51020013~
51002029 ~
51101018~
12/5/95 51130003+
4/26/96 60201010V
7/9/96 40324038 v
40330007 v~
47197 70327001 v
X
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SUMMARY OF FIBERS

Background

All of the clothing except the jacket and tie was bundled
together by the Park Police at the autopsy (which ultimately
would limit the ability to link trace evidence to particular
items of clothing). When the FBI obtained the clothing in 1994,
it was separately bundled, and the FBI Lab apparently took
scrapings from various pieces of clothing, including the three
sheets of paper in which the clothing had been wrapped. The Lab
placed the fibers on slides. According to a Regini memo, it
appears that we have 10 separate slides for the following bundles
of clothing.

Jacket, Handkerchief, and Tie (Q4, Q4A, and Q5)
[there apparently are 2 separate slides for this based
on Chuck’s memo to me]

Shirt (Q8)

T-Shirt (Q9)

Shorts (Q10)

Pants & Belt (Q11 & Q11A)

Socks and Shoes (Q12-Q15)

Paper (Q31A)

Paper (Q31B)

Paper (Q31C)

Lab Reports

The findings from the scrapings were reported in three
separate FBI Lab reports.

= \ '4
1. May 9, 1994 Lab Report -——3 PCVﬁQ, \\ ot h&iWBCKQ
The report stated as follows.

Carpet type fibers of various colors were
found in the debris from specimens Q4, Q5,
Q8, Q10 through Q15, Q31B and Q31C. These
colors include white, tan, gray, blue, red
and green. These fibers will be preserved
for possible future comparison. It was also
noted that a number of red/dark pink wool
fibers were found in the debris from
specimens Q9, Q12 through Q15, Q31A and Q31C.
The sources of these wool and carpet fibers
or their possible significance is unknown to
the Laboratory.

It thus appears that carpet-type fibers were found in all of
the "bundles" except for the Q9 t-shirt and the Q31A paper.
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20 Regini Memo

SA Regini did an "eyeball" exam of the 10 slides and
reported approximate fiber counts. Apart from the fact that he
was only approximating, he did not distinguish carpet fibers from
other kinds of fibers. Thus, his report is not useful on this
subject.

3 July 9, 1996 Lab Report

We wanted a precise count of fibers, so we asked the Lab to
do that. It appears that the report lists only carpet-type
fibers and not wool fibers.

Q4/Q5 jacket and tie:

1 pale gray delustered trilobal
Q8 shirt:

1 gray delustered trilobal

1 blue delustered trilobal

Q9 t-shirt:
NOTHING LISTED [that is consistent with earlier report]
Q10 shirt:

1 white lustrous trilobal

Q11 and Ql1A pants & belt:
"several" tan delustered trilobal
1 gray/green delustered trilobal
1 greenish round delustered

0312-015:
2 white trilobal carpet fibers (one from Q12 and one
from Q15)

[NOTE: Oddly, therefore, the report suggests
that there are separate slides for Q12
and Q15, contrary to what the Regini
memo states]

Q31A paper:

NOTHING LISTED [that is consistent with earlier report]
Q31B paper:

1 white trilobal
O31C paper:

1 red delustered trilobal

45 April 4, 1994 Report

Because there was not a precise count given for Q11 and Q11A
pants and belt in the July 9 report, we asked that the slide for
Q11 and Q11A again be analyzed for "man-made carpet-type fibers"
so that we would have an exact count. The findings were as
follows:

Q11/Q11A:
2 gold trilobal
1 light brown trilobal
6 white trilobal/delta
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1 gray trilobal
1 bluish-gray delta

Summary

There are three apparent questions. First, why does the
July 9 report seem to suggest that there are at least two slides
for (Q12-Q15) (shoes and socks) when the Regini memo says there
is only one slide for Q12-Q15? Second, why are the findings
regarding the slide for Q11-Q11A apparently different in the July
9 report and the April 4 report? Third, and less important
because it is probably easily answered, what is the possible
significance of wool as opposed to carpet-type fibers?
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List of Issues for Jim

Report Coordination

Jim and/or Coy should coordinate with various persons whom
we want to review the report carefully, provide suggestions, and
hopefully approve or at least sign off on it:

Dr. Lee

Dr. Blackbourne

Dr. Berman

FBI Lab (?)

Ed Lueckenhoff

Jeff Greene and Chuck Regini

The report should be ready for circulation to these folks in
mid-January, but they should be contacted in advance (now), told
that it will be coming, and told that we will hope for a fairly
quick turnaround time (week or two).

General

il need resumes/curriculum vitae of Lee, Blackbourne, and
Berman

2 s need to interview Tom Castleton and ask him whether he

recalls Foster leaving litigation files on his desk on July
20 (that is reflected in notes of WH attorneys; get those
notes from me before he is interviewed; his atty is Chris
Todd of Kellogg, Huber in DC; should be agent-only
interview)

e Do we have independent documentation of the fact that
Beyer’s x-ray machine was broken? 1Is there any way to get
such documentation quickly?

4. need to contact John Emerson (phone is acceptable) and
simply confirm that paragraph 3 of his 11/3/94 3023 is
accurate.

B Should we mention Fort Marcy neighborhood investigation?

sufficient? (Chuck/Coy)

6- do we have any record of fence repair at park? (see CR’s
note attached to Park Service letter)

reminder: explain to me again difference between powder
burns, gunpowder residue, and gunpowder so that I can explain
that to others

Forensic

s :
I do not have have Chuck’g 6/12/95 memo, which may answer
some of the following:
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Hairs: where were the hairs found? how many? (Chuck’s
Pl 3/2/95 memo says 2) Were roots present? Does lack of roots
c rb*/ £y mean no meaningful comparison can be made? Does it make it
KwA more likely that the hair was not ripped or torn from
Ej;hwd someone’s head? In federal criminal cases, are hair
comparisons generally used if roots not present?

‘.—’fE;:— In sum, I need some explanation from the E%g OF
ave been frutiful to

o S0 investigato;s as to why it would not

!f @f ?) obtain elimination hair samples from others.
: . Fibers: how many tan fibers; report sayﬁiié%ii%iiié) Is the —

following true, and if so can the Lab sa pert:
"If F had been carried in a carpet, one would likely find a
significant number of a single type or color of fibers from
that carpet."

car fingerprints: whose? how many? (Chuck’s 3/2/95 memo says
2 fingerprints and 2 palm prints) To whom were they
compared? anyone who handled car (Braun, Rolla, Slmonnello,
Smith) to whom they should have been compared but were not?
Should we have done more elimination comparisons? — ;F

X
4. DNA on muzzle: couIdégzifer DNA test have been performed

that would have more sely linked it to Foster better than
6%?

B Is there a Lab repoxt (Lee or FBI) that says that the print
on underside of gun 1d have been left at any time since
1913, or is that just s®lf-evident?

should they be described? rule out

poisons, etc.? (Chuck 3/2/95 memo says no single battery
of tests to rule out all ‘poisons; can we get that written in
a lab report? should we?) :

6. tests on blood: ho

do we have of Foster? what prints of
ingers?)

N
75 remind me what print
his father (only index

B. three pairs of glasses seem to have been submitted to Lab:
two regular pairs and e pair of sunglasses. From where
did they get the pair o egular glasses not found on berm?

9l I need a cite for ext shot would have been unexpended
round"

10. any cites for pag;\g\if Chuck’s 6/22 memo re: #s of slides,
ete.

11. what are possible explangEngg\for dissimilar gunpowder

/12.\ what do wéNwant\E? say re: ammunition found by Sharon
Bowman? ‘:Zf’"\\\
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S

13./ did we do the botanist exam? (i’m almost sure we did.)

14. what is off-line search for gun? see page 27 of Clemente
memo.
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To: Brett 5/31/95
From: Chuck
Re: Foster Death Lab Reports

Brett, per your memo, these are answers to some of your
questions. I will need to contact the examiners for the other
answers:

1. No latent prints were obtained on the Q-1 bullet. You now
have a copy of that report.

2. Gunpowder will not leak out of an unfired round without
forcibly removing the bullet from the casing.

3. The area of a revolver commonly referred to as the cylinder
gap is the space between the "forcing cone" and the cylinder, at
the breach end of the barrel.

4. Specimens Q46 and Q50 are extremely old. A lead bullet, in
the type of environment from which these bullets were recovered,
would be particularly resistant to corrosion. These specimens
exhibit extensive corrosion. Based on that, the laboratory can say
that these specimens were in the ground for an inordinate period of
time, way beyond any relevance to this case.

5. I'1ll need to check on this one to be sure, but I think that
the concentration of these chemicals in blood would stay the same.

6. The way the shirt was packaged at the M.E.'s office would
have caused multiple transfer stains. The T-shirt is also a good
example of this. It would be nearly impossible to draw any blood
spatter conclusions from the clothing after the body has been moved
multiple times, the clothing stripped off the body, and the
clothing being packaged, transported, and laid out to dry.

7. I would have to check with Wayne Johnson to be sure, but it
appears that the handkerchief was in one of his pants pockets.

8. I need to check on this- I'll look at the evidence slides.

9. We have separate scrapings from the following items:
a. Q4, 41, 5.

b. Q8
c. Q9
d. Q10

e. Q11 and 11la
f. Q12 and 13
g. Q14 and 15
The laboratory should be able to provide a breakdown of where
each hair and fiber were found. However, per our previous
discussion, they will probably not be able to draw any conclusions
from that information because of the way the clothes were handled.
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10. We have Foster's hair.
11. I'11 need to check on this.

12. These items were tested for soil, see page 12 of the
report.

13. Soil is dirt from the ground. Mica is a flaky, glittery
material that is usually mixed with dirt.

14. The ball smokeless powder could have been deposited
downrange on the glasses after firing the weapon. It could have
been physically placed on the glasses. Or, the glasses could have
come into contact with an item that had the powder on it.

15. I'1ll need to check on this to be certain, but tissues are
generally scraped for powder residues, which would most 1likely
dislodge the unconsumed powder.

16. See answer to #9.

17. I'1ll need to ask how he came to that conclusion, but it's
probably due to the numbers of the unconsumed powders, and their
experience in dealing with items that may have been contaminated.

18. Yes. However, the examiners had never all talked about the
results together until our conference. Based upon what they learned
from each other at the conference, they all support a suicide
conclusion.

19. Yes, but more likely we'll get our latent prints off of
the gun rather than any blood (if you know what I mean).

20. Ok. I'll take care of this.

21. Background investigation prints. I don't know if others
are available, I'm not sure why you want this.

22. I audited your reports and gave you copies of ones you
were missing.

Chuck
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DEC-2'7-1996 18:21 FROM TO P.14

Brett,

Encloged is the 6/12/95 memo regarding the physical
evidence. I will call the Lab and confirm colors and quantities
of fibers. The colors and quantities identified by me in the memo
are based on my own personal "eyeball" examination and not on any
laboratory analysis.

I will get in touch with Lou Hupp, meet with him and
review all of his reports. I'll then get back with you and we can
meet to determine what, if anything, needs additional written
documentation.

A couple of reminders-

According to SSA Ken Nimmich of the FBI Lab Research
and Training Facility at Quantico, fingerprints and handwriting
are the only two types of physical evidence that c¢an result in a
positive personal identification. Even DNA analysis is not 100%
positive, it is based on race and sex population statistics. RFLP
examinations provide the most definitive statistical
identification ( 1 out of 1,000,000, for example). PCR
examinations are used when there is less DNA. This technique
actually copies the DNA over and over until there is enough to
conduct an examination. There are several brand names of PCR
exams; DQ Alpha, Polymarker, and STRs (newest). The numbers from
this type of exam is not as conclusive (1 out of 1,000, for
example). Be sure you have the exact statistics from the Foster
DNA exams and be able to explain what they mean. Jennifer Lindsey
or Melissa Smrs at the DNA Unit are the best ones to talk about
this. Their number is 324-4363. Don't tell them I gave them up on
this.

Be careful what you say about DNA examinations of the
hair. There is a new technique available that can conduct DNA
testing of all cells; including hair without follicles. This is
called Mitochondrial DNA testing. It is still not widely
available. The FBI Lab does it in very limited circumstances.

Enclosed is a proposed statement concerning the
uselessness of obtaining hair samples for elimination purposes.

Sl R
Also enclosed is a useful article I ran across that I
thought you would find amusing.

Chuck
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PEE=27-1996, 13718 FROM TO P.@8

The purpose of forensic hair examinations is to
determine whether a human hair specimen of unknown origin
(questioned specimen) could have originated from the same source
as a known hair sample from a particular person (suspect) to
place this person at the scene of the crime or with the victim.
Hair evidence is typically not conclusive; except in rare
circumstances, the suspect can not be identified as the
contributor of the questioned hair to the exclusion of all
others. The primary value of hair evidence is to corroborate
other evidence. In this case, the results of any forensic
examinations would simply corroborate what had already been
clearly established. Even if the individual that contributed the
unknown hair was identified, it would have had no significance
for the investigation since the contributor of the known hair
would have previously been known to bhave had contact with Fbster
on the day of his death. The unknown hair would have had
esignificance for the investigation if a particular suspect had
been developed through other investigation or physical evidence.
Comparisons of this suspect's hair to the guestioned hair could
corroborate this other evidence.

There is nothing to suggest that the blond hairs
recovered from Foster's clothing provides any evidence of
circumstances relating to his death. The hairs could have adhered
to his clothing from numerous original sources or countless other
objects through a secondary transfer. The hairs could have
originated from a member of Foster's family, a co-worker at the
White House, or any of a number of people who were present at the
ceremony for the nomination of FBI Director Louis Freeh, which
Foster attended at the White House on the morning of his death.
If the hairs originated from a secondary transfer, they could
have been present on any object in the White House that Foster
had contact with. The hairs could have been present on the object
for any amount of time. An attempt to identify the specific
individual that the hairs originated from would reguire obtaining
hair samples from numerous individuals that Foster was known to
have had contact with on his last day to allow the laboratory to
perform the necessary comparison examinations.
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PEC=27=19596 13117 FROM TO F.B6

To: Brett 5/31/95
From: Chuck
Re: Foster Death Lab Reports

Brett, per your memo, these are answers to some of your
guestions. I will need to contact the examiners for the other
answers:

1. No latent prints were obtained on the Q-1 bullet. You now
have a copy of that report.

2. Gunpowder will not leak out of an unfired round without
forcibly removing the bullet from the casing.

3. The area of a revolver commonly referred to as the cylinder
gap is the space between the "forcing cone" and the cylinder, at
the breach end of the barrel.

4. Specimens Q46 and Q50 are extremely old. A lead bullet, in
the type of environment from which these bullets were recovered,
would be particularly resistant to corrosion. These specimens
exhibit extensive corrosion. Based on that, the laboratory can say
that these specimens were in the ground for an inordinate period of
time, way beyond any relevance to this case.

S. I'll need to check on this one to be sure, but I think that
the concentration of these chemicals in blood would stay the same.

6. The way the shirt was packaged at the M.E.'s office would
have caused multiple transfer stains. The T-shirt is alsoc a good
example of this. It would be nearly impossible to draw any blood
spatter conclusions from the clothing after the body has been moved
multiple times, the clothing stripped off the body, and the
clothing being packaged, transported, and laid out to dry.

7. I would have to check with Wayne Johnson to be sure, but it
appears that the handkerchief was in one of his pants pockets.

8. I need to check on this=- I'll look at the evidence slides.

9. We have separate scrapings from the following items:
a. O4, 44, 5.

b. Q8
c. Q9
d. Q10

e. Q11 and 1lla
f. Q12 and 13
. Q14 and 15
The laboratory should be able to provide a breakdown of where
each hair and fiber were found. However, per our previous
discussion, they will probably not be able to draw any conclusions
from that information because of the way the clothes were handled.
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DEC-27-1996 13:18 FROM TO P.av

10. We have Foster's hair.
11. I'11 need to check on this.

12. These items were tested for soil, see page 12 of the
report.

13. Soil is dirt from the ground. Mica is a flaky, glittery
material that is usually mixed with dirt.

14. The ball smokelegs powder could have been deposited
downrange on the glasses after firing the weapon. It could have
been physically placed on the glasses. Or, the glasses could have
come into contact with an item that had the powder on it.

15. I'1ll need to check on this to be certain, but tissues are
generally scraped for powder residues, which would most 1likely
dislodge the unconsumed powder.

16. See answer to #9.

17. I'1ll need to ask how he came to that conclusion, but it's
probably due to the numbers of the unconsumed powders, and their
experience in dealing with items that may have been contaminated.

18. Yes. However, the examiners had never all talked about the
results together until our conference. Based upon what they learned
from each other at the conference, they all suppert a suicide
conclusgion.

19. Yes, but more likely we'll get our latent prints off of
the qun rather than any blood (if you know what I mean).

20. Ok. I'll take care of this.

21. Background investigation prints. I don't know if others
are available, I'm not sure why you want this.

22. I audited your reports and gave you copies of ones you
were missing.

Chuck
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eath Scene Checklist

Within the United States there are
still considerable variations in the
medicolegal structure used in death
investigations. This ranges from the
county coroner system to the state-
wide medical examiner system, with
ntervening admixtures of both.? With
the continuous tumover of personnel
assigned 10 noritide squads and
criminal investigation divisions, there is
an ever-present need for reinforcing
the close cooperation which must exist
between medical examiners, forensic
pathologists. and law enforcement per-
sonnel, if a ¢lose working relationship
does not prevail. neither group can
fulfill adequately their obligation. Every
death mvestigation requires employing
all available medical and investigative
talerts and faciites. Mowever. since
there are well-established medical ex-
aminers’ offices or their equivalents in
most large cities, rany of the problems
inherent i smaller jurisdictions of in
rural areas are not present

By JAMES C. BEYER, M.D.
Deputy Cnigf Medical Examiner
Office of Chief Medical Exarniner
Northern Virginia Division
Falls Church, Va.

and
WILLIAM F. ENOS, M.D.
Parhologist
Northern Virginia Doctors Hospital
Arlinglon, Va.

It is a recommended practice that
trained medical personne! be present
at all death scene invesligations to
assist officers in the initial investigation
and help formulate preliminary con-
cepis as 1o possible cause and manner
of death. In jurisdictions where a medi-
cal examiner system is in operation,
tesponsible medical personnel are
available to respond to the officer's
request for assistance. In addition,
most medical examiners’ offices have
mnvestigators as statf membe’s who will
also be calied to the death scene and
who will act as liaison between the
medical examiner’s office and the local
law enforcetnent office. In this way,
they can collect the necessary infor-
mation for the forensic pathologist pet-
forming.the post mornem examination.

in a hospital environment, the staff
pathologist who performs post mortern
examinations will not initiate such a
procedure before reviewing the de-
teased’s hospital record and possibly
discussing the case with the attending
physician, This review i not intended
to develop any preconceived ideas as
10 probable ¢cause of death but to as-
sist the patholegist in examining. col-
lecting, and preserving the essential
tissues required to develop a diagnosis
as 10 cause of death. If this procedure
is followed in the relatively controlled
environmem of a hospital, it 5 even
more wnportant for the pathologist per-
forming a medicolegal autopsy to be
aware of all the circumstances sur-
rounding the death, as well as the past
medical and surgical history of the de-
ceased. Additional mformation on past
occupations. sexual habits. drug usage
and abuse. and aleohol habits may
also be required.

( Published by the Federal Bureau of investigation, U.S. Department of Justice, )
Reprinted from the FBI Law Enforcement BuBietin, August, 1981,
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A member of the investigative

teamn should be present during all or -

pan of the post mertem examination of
every homicide, suspicious death, sui-
cide, and most accdents. Both the
pathologist and investigating officer
shouig agree to a suitable time 10 con-
dutt the post morem exarnination so
no one s inconvenienced, The police
officer can fumish the pathologist with
a complete description of the death
scene. along with avaiable photo-
graphs. Also, investigators of the medi-
cal examiner's office who were at the
scene should also be present to con-
tribute 10 the discussion and supply
their own photographs. At‘!his time, the
police officer can indicate those mate-
rials he wants coliected as possible
ewvidence and any specialized examina-
tions which he believes are essential 10
the investigation. During the autopsy,
the officer can gain complete firsthand
information regarding the cause and
suspected manner of death, as well as
having direct transfer of ali available
evidence material. While the latter is
not imponart in the larger medical ex-
aminer's office, it is crucial to maintain
the chain of custody when autopsies
are performed in hospitals and funeral
homes. The police officer also contrid-
_utes to the inerpretation of the autop-
sy findmgs by describing the anatomic
position of the deceased a1 the scehe
and any evidence of movement by the
deceased following the initial injury,
The police officer will also be able fo
deseribe and fumigh for examination
any potential weapons. Upon comple-
tion of the autopsy. in most instances,
the police officer will know the prob-
able cause of death, the device used
1o Inflict njury, and any additional infor-
mation which would indicate the need
1o search the death scene further. He
may also be fumished with information
indicating the possidle habits or per-
sonality of the potential assailant,
which is most characteristic n the
overkill type of injury seen in deaths of
homesexual ndividuals. Therefore, itis
evident that the performance of the
autapsy and the subsequent imerpre-
. tation of the findings are greatly en-
hanced by the presence of the police
officer.

TO

«. . .a Death Scene
Checklist . . . not only
would be of value to
the pathologist but
would also serve as a
readily available
source of essential
information.”

In eases where a medical examin-
er or his investigator were not at the
scene or where a police officer cannol
be present al the autopsy. it is stil
essential that certain information be
furnished to the pathologist before the
autopsy is performed, In order o ac-
complish this, it might be necessary for
a Death Scene Checklist to be com-
pleted at the scene and forwarded 0
the pathologist with the Ceceased’s
body. This list not only would be of
value to the pathologist but would also
serve as a readily available source of
essential information. Many jurisdic-
tions already have such lists compiled.
and in no way should the proposed
checklist be construed as a definitive
or all-comprehensive form. Whatever
list is LUsed, it should require a miniMuM
amount of writing, and in many cases.
questions should be answered simply
by checking or circling the appropriate
word or phrase.
~ The checklist s mtended to serve
only as a guide and can be modified by
the jurisdictions adopling it to serve
their individual needs, Such a list would
have its primary impact in those juris-
dictions where the pathologist perform-

P.18

ing a forensic autopsy has had litile, it
any. comact with the invesngating ofi-
cers, which resulls in a scarcity of in-
formation regarding the circumstance
surrounding the death. It has been our
experience in @ number of cases that
such information. i provided, would
have greatly facilitated our post mer-
{em examinations and relieved our un-
founded apprehensions.

Case No. 1 The body of an adun
white fmale with a gunshot wound to
the haad was sent in for post mertemn
examination. The information from the
tocal medical examiner led us to be-
lieve this was a suicide case. However,
further examination revealed a con-

tact-type gunshot wound near the back -

and top of the head. Even though it
would be physically possible for an
individual to shoot himself in this area,
it was considered 1o dbe a rather unusy-
al anatomic location. Because of this
finding, we became suspicious that this
could be a homicide and believed locat
law enforcement officers should make
a complete scene investigation. We
soon leamed from the officers that the
individual was found in a locked room
in a house belonging to a family mem-
ber. A gun was also found with the
deceased, who had recantly evidenc
depression and suicidal tefidencis
After receiving this information, we
also could agree that the manner of
death was suicide.

Case No. 2 We received the body of
an adult white female who had sus-
tained multiple shotgun wounds. Exam-
ination of the body revealed two
perforating shotgun wounds in the left
lateral chast wall with no evidence of
any penetration into underlying organs.
a periorating shotgun wound of the
right lateral neck with no imvolvernent
of any majot vascular structures, and a
perforating shotgun wound of the left
\ateral neck with involvernent of major
vascular structures, spine, and spinal
cord. Certainly. a pathologist viewing
this would be highly suspicious that this
was a homicide, However, subsequent
informasion gamered through tele-
phone calls with members of the inves-
tigating team revealed undisputed
evidence that this also was a case of
suicide.
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Case No. 2 Recently, we received
the bodies of an adult black male and
adult black female with the possible
diagnosis of homicide and suicide,
These conclusions were based upon
evidence found al the scene. In this
case, the investigating officers accom-
panied the bodies 10 the morgue and
were present during the examinations.
Ballistc findings wneanhed by the au-
fopsies proved this 1o be a doubdle
homicide. With the availability of this
firsthand information, investigating offi-
cers could retum to their jurisdiction
and injtiate a more intensive search for
the assailani(s).

TO

The imponance of compatible, ¢o-
operative association between medical
examiners, forensic pathologists, and
law enforcement officers cannol be
overemphasized. The performance of
the medicolegal autopsy by the foren-
sic pathologist cannot stand alone
without supporting information geret-
ated by the law enforcement officer.

Pail

Likewise. input from the forensic pa-
thologist can assist and sustain the law
enforcement officer throughout his in-
vestigation. The end result of such a
cooperative venture will have a signifi-
cant impact on society in the appre-
hension of the guilty and the protection

of the innocent. b ¢4
Foothote

A fuB CencTipton Of e systern by Swies m present.
anuus Departmer of Meam, :u:--

re Pubkcavon no MSA) 76-5252. DEATH
NVESTlGA '

DEATH SCENE CHECKLIST

b

mnsfomistobausedasawpplemntarysoureasheeuorreadﬂymlablenﬂmbonandhnmh\mdedbmﬂaoe
conventional reports. Copies shiould be distributed to investigating officers and medical examiners) .

Name of Deceased: W

First Middie Last !
Address: 5
Age: Race: White Black Mispanic Asian American Indian Unknown \
Sex Male Female - \
;rclephm number: '
Marttaiptatuss S ™M W Separated Unknown
Ncﬁ&h "

Narmne-

Agdress:

Telephone number: |
Police Notified by:

Dnnf Time;

Narne:

Addresc

Telephone number:

Halatlomhip;bdeeaa:ad

5 & L
3
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Condition ef body:
Fuly cothed  Partially ciothed Unclothed
Preservation: Well preserved Decomposed
Estimated Rigor: Compiete Wead Amms  Legs

(-\ \ Livor Front Back  Localized
' Cotor:
Blood; Absernt Present Location
Ligatwres: Yes  No

Apparent wounds: None Gunshot Stab  Blunt force
Number:

Locator Head  Neck Chest  Abdomen  Exvemives
Hanging Yes No Means

Weapon(s) present Gun (estmate caliber )
Type: .
Knife:
Cther, (describe)
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TO Petdss

. Condition of surroundings: Orderly  Untidy  Disarmay

Evidence of lasl food preparation:

Where:,

hoin W

T! ’ a: - < . ' ; . . o
Dated mateciak

B el o P

Mait:
Newspapers:
TV Guide:

Ligquor Bottles:

Last contact with deceased:
Date:
Type of Contact

Name of Contact:

@ Evidence of robbery: Yes No Not determined

(\ Identification of deceased: Yes No

H yee. how accomptished:

ff no, how is it to De accomplished:

Evidence of drug use: (prescription and nonpresctiption) Yes No

¥ drugs present. collect them and send with body.

Evidence of drug paraphernalis: Yes No

Type:

S R

Evidencs of sexual deviate practices: Yes No

Type: (collect and send with body)

Name and telephone number of investgating officer:
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Brett,

Enclosed is the 6/12/95 memo regarding the physical
evidence. I will call the Lab and confirm colors and quantities
of fibers. The colors and quantities identified by me in the memo
are based on my own personal "eyeball" examination and not on any
laboratory analysis.

I will get in touch with Lou Hupp, meet with him and
review all of his reports. I'll then get back with you and we can

meet to determine what, if anything, needs additional written
documentation.

A couple of reminders-

According to SSA Ken Nimmich of the FBI Lab Research
and Training Facility at Quantico, fingerprints and handwriting
are the only two types of physical evidence that can result in a
positive personal identification. Even DNA analysis is not 100%
positive, it is based on race and sex population statistics. RFLP
examinations provide the most definitive statistical
identification ( 1 out of 1,000,000, for example). PCR
examinations are used when there is less DNA. This technique
actually copies the DNA over and over until there is enough to
conduct an examination. There are several brand names of PCR
exams; DQ Alpha, Polymarker, and STRs (newest). The numbers from
this type of exam is not as conclusive (1 out of 1,000, for
example). Be sure you have the exact statistics from the Foster
DNA exams and be able to explain what they mean. Jennifer Lindsey
or Melissa Smrs at the DNA Unit are the best ones to talk about
this. Their number is 324-4363. Don't tell them I gave them up on
this. . : -

Be careful what you say about DNA examinations of the
hair. There is a new technique available that can conduct DNA
testing of all cells; including hair without follicles. This is
called Mitochondrial DNA testing. It is still not widely ™
available. The FBI Lab does it in very limited circumstances.

Enclosed is a proposed statement concerning the
uselessness of obtaining hair samples for elimination purposes.

ey

Also enclosed is a useful article I ran across that I
thought you would find amusing.

Chuck
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The purpose of forensic hair examinations is to
determine whether a human hair specimen of unknown origin
(questioned specimen) could have originated from the same source
as a known hair sample from a particular person (suspect) to
place this person at the scene of the crime or with the victim.
Hair evidence is typically not conclusive; except in rare
circumstances, the suspect can not be identified as the
contributor of the questioned hair to the exclusion of all
others. The primary value of hair evidence is to corroborate
other evidence. In this case, the results of any forensic
examinations would simply corroborate what had already been
clearly established. Even if the individual that contributed the
unknown hair was identified, it would have had no significance
for the investigation since the contributor of the known hair
would have previously been known to have had contact with Foster
on the day of his death. The unknown hair would have had
significance for the investigation if a particular suspect had
been developed through other investigation or physical evidence.
Comparisons of this suspect's hair to the questioned hair could
corroborate this other evidence.

There is nothing to suggest that the blond hairs
recovered from Foster's clothing provides any evidence of
circumstances relating to his death. The hairs could have adhered
to his clothing from numerous original sources or countless other
objects through a secondary transfer. The hairs could have
originated from a member of Foster's family, a co-worker at the
White House, or any of a number of people who were present at the
ceremony for the nomination of FBI Director Louis Freeh, which
Foster attended at the White House on the morning of his death.
If the hairs originated from a secondary transfer, they could
have been present on any object in the White House that Foster
had contact with. The hairs could have been present on the object
for any amount of time. An attempt to identify the specific
individual that the hairs originated from would require obtaining
hair samples from numerous individuals that Foster was known to
have had contact with on his last day to allow the laboratory to
perform the necessary comparison examinations.
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A microscopic examination was performed on the blond
hairs found on Foster’s clothing by the FBI lab. Based on the
examination the FBI lab determined that (1) it appears that these
hairs belonged to the same individual, and (2) it appears that
these hairs were not bleached or dyed. There is nothing to suggest
that this hair provides any evidence of circumstances connected to
his death. This hair could have adhered to Foster’s clothing from
countless sources as he went through his day last July 20,
including his car, the couch he ate lunch on, or any other chair he
might have sat on during the day. Obviously, anyone who had been
in any of these locations at any time prior to Foster could have
left this hair behind. Thus, this hair could have conceivably
derived from a member of Foster’s family, a co-worker at the White
House, or any one of the people at the ceremony marking the
nomination of FBI Director Louis Freeh held on the morning of July
20, which Foster attended. As a result, even if it could have been
determlned that these hairs belonged to a specific’ indi¥idual (a
process that would have involved obtaining hair samples from people
to allow the lab to perform a comparison), it would have had no
significance to our investigation.

Moreover, there is no significance to the specific pieces
of Foster’s clothing that the hairs were found on. After the
clothes were removed from Foster’s body in the Medical Examiner’s
office, they were placed in one pile for transportation by the Park
Police. During the time that these clothes were commingled, the
hair could have been transferred from one piece of clothing to

another.
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Office of the Independent Counsel

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 490-North

Washington, D.C. 20004

(202) 514-8688

Fax (202) 514-8802

June 8, 1995

Latent Fingerprint Section
FBI Identification Division
Washington, D.C. 20535

Re: Vincent Walker Foster, dJr.
o : : ¥ =

Dear Sir/Madam:

I am writing to request that the Latent Fingerprint
Section determine if the latent fingerprint on the K-1 revolver
in the above-referenced matter is a reverse color or transition
print. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

Brett Kavanaugh
Associate Independent Counsel
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION
IDENTIFICATION DIVISION

[[] Telephone Request - d Evidence Receipt Form (check appropriate box)
Ys. Tndeperk Coo~nse ) A
Contributor and Address o/ aa Av A D Sv, Te Date (o0 é '/'_S

% G0 pbe k. Peal P ¢ 2000¥y Time Z. 5 ¢ P
Requested By _ (C { ®og 1 v : Accepted By H v
Reference File No. A7 D L(Jﬁ’ 35063 FRIFileNo. 128D £ f(’v“ 350653
Latent Case No. g 2 o0 Specialist H Yo
Re: [Dw 3 v " =
Subject(s) M AJoy Case 1pé
Victim(s)
Address

ate and Type of Offense

uspect (s) (Include FBI# Sex Race DOB SSAN - If Known)

(Over)

Report To Be Directed To l:)o)cl v es5s5ee

Reason For Expeditious Handling

Copies To

Evidence Ky -~ CO'Q)( R .oué’»b‘{f‘%s MA)'@&/
P Ty L (Zésf) L rTl—;zQ/

LA (This Space For Blocking)

£ 0‘6\1)4-& FLP(C;;’LW

(Over)
Delivered By And How ﬁ%):ué. C}

Lend . e Wi s
( a

Ae{URTS-16310) Docld: 70105212 Page 24
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Memorandum

To : ASSOCIATE INDEPENDENT COUNSEL BRETT KAMRNAIEAL2/95
Fom : SA C.L. REGINI

Subjest:

VINCENT FOSTER DEATH INVESTIGATION
HAIRS/FIBERS AND LATENT PRINT LOCATIONS

As previously noted, we have separate scrapings from
the following items:

Three separate pieces of drying paper.

Socks and shoes.

Pants and belt.

Shorts.

T=-shirt.

Shirt.

Jacket, handkerchief, and tie.

As we previously discussed, no conclusions can be drawn
regarding the placement of individual items of trace evidence due
to the possibility of cross—~contamination resulting from the
handling of the decedent's clothes at the Medical Exanminer's
office and the Park Police facility. With that in mind, attached
are outlines identifying the hairs and fibers obtained from each
item's scrapings. Also attached is an itemized listing of all
latent prints in this case.

1-Kavanaugh
1-Gillis
1-McCarrick
1-29D~ILR-35063
CLR:clr
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HAIRS

I did not count the individual hairs. We have glass
microscope slides which depict brownish head hairs from the
following scrapings:

Shorts.

T-shirt.

Shirt.

Jacket, handkerchief, and tie.

Each piece of drying paper.

Socks and shoes.

Pants and belt.

Shorts.

Each slide had multiple hairs on it; approximately 3 to
6 on each slide. The scrapings from the t-shirt, socks/shoes, and
pants/belt had unidentified blonde-light brown Caucasian head
hairs that were dissimilar to the decedent's hair.

We also have a slide with the known hairs of the
decedent mounted on it.
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FIBERS

We have microscopic slides depicting the following
approximate quantities of fibers from the designated scrapings:

1 slide of seven short (less than 1") fibers from the
jacket and tie scrapings.

1 slide of one long (approx. 2") fiber from the jacket
and tie scrapings.

1l slide of three short fibers from the shirt scrapings
(red and blue).

1 slide of two fibers from the t-ghirt ecrapings (red).
1l g2lide of one fiber from the shorts scrapings (blue).

1l g¢lide of four fibers from the Q-31c (drying paper)
scrapings (red and blue).

1 slide of eleven fibers from the Q-31b (drying paper)
gcrapings (red and blue).

1 slide of five fibers from the Q-3la (drying paper)
gscrapings (red).

1 slide of seventeen short fibers from the shoes and
socks scrapings (mostly blue, some red).

1 slide of numerous small/short fibers from the pants
and belt scrapings (mostly dark colored, some red).

The above gquantities and c¢olors need to be confirmed by
the laboratory.
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LATENT PRINTS

I) U.S. Park Police latents.
A) 11 total latent prints; 4 of comparison value that have not
been identified.

1) 1 latent fingerprint and 1 latent palm print of value from
the right front door of the decedent's vehicle.

2) 1 latent fingerprint and 1 latent palm print of value from
the right rear area of the trunk of the decedent's vehicle.

3) There were no latent prints obtained on the outside of the
revolver or eyeglasses, including smudges or partial prints.

II) FBI latents. 10 total unidentified latent prints of value.
A) 1 latent palm print of comparison value on the note. It is
wholly contained on one of the torn sections from the lower left
of the page. This print was developed during the Obstruction of
Justice case, and is not reflected in the laboratory reports in

this case.

B) 1 latent fingerprint of value on the underside of the grip of
the revolver. It is the extreme edge of a finger.

C) 2 latent fingerprints of value on a business card which was
part of miscellaneous papers from the decedent's car.
1) 1 of the latent fingerprints has been identified as Pete

Simonello's.

D) 1 latent fingerprint of value on a white envelcope from the
decedent’'s car.

E) 4 latent fingerprints from a pink envelope from the
decedent's car.

F) 1 latent palm print on a greeting card from the decedent's
car.

None of the latent fingerprints in this case are the
decedent's.

Two of the latent fingerprints in this case are

suitable for an automated search; the latent from the white
envelope, and one of the latents from the pink envelope.
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Memorandum

To : ASSOCIATE INDEPENDENT COUNSEL BRETT KAWENAWGHL2/95

From : SA C.L. REGINI

Subject:
VINCENT FOSTER DEATH INVESTIGATION
HATRS/FIBERS AND LATENT PRINT LOCATIONS

As previously noted, we have separate scrapings from
the following items:

Three separate pieces of drying paper.

Socks and shoes.

Pants and belt.

Shorts.

T-shirt.

Shirt.

Jacket, handkerchief, and tie.

As we previously discussed, no conclusions can be drawn
regarding the placement of individual items of trace evidence due
to the possibility of cross-contamination resulting from the
handling of the decedent's clothes at the Medical Examiner's
office and the Park Police facility. With that in mind, attached
are outlines identifying the hairs and fibers obtained from each
item's scrapings. Also attached is an itemized listing of all
latent prints in this case.

1-Kavanaugh
1-Gillis
1-McCarrick
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